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vacaka. The lopa of one of the Upamanas which constitute a multiple 
TJpamana is common. Dharmalupta occurs frequently rs the common 
property is left to the understanding of the discerning reader. Vakyo- 
pamas as well as Upamas based on Vaidharmya are, by no mean 
uncommon. Free expression of Safikaracarya has given rise to many 
irregularities. Thus at times the Upameya-vakya as well as the 
Upamana-vakya are put in a succinct form. On some occasions, 
however, both namely, the Upameya-vakya as well as Upamana- 
v&kya are very loosely constructed and have to be recast for the purposes 
of understanding the simile. This is only natural as the Aearya was not 
primarily interested in ornamentation. 


SANKARA-VIJAYA OF ANANTANANDAGIRI 

Da. YV. R. Antahkar 

A Fl’ER discussing the works of Citsukha and Anandagiri, I wish 
to deat with the third of the ten works referred to in my previous 
article. 1 I intend to discuss only two such works as they have given 
rise to some controversy. The present work is one of the two and is 
taken up first because that., in my humble opinion, is comparatively 
the older one. 

This work was published in the Bibliotheca Trnlica Scries in 1881 
A.D. by Jivananda Vidyfisilgara. It is also available in ms.-form at 
many places. 2 All these copies generally contain 74 chapters though 
the Kasi and Safikesvara mss. have only 78 chapters. The Saftkesvara 
mutt ms. gives the name of the work as mata-nibarliana (refutation of 
theories) whereas the colophons to the first three clnpt rs of the work in 
the printed edition give its name as Acarya-Vijaya. 3 

There are two controversial issues with regard to this work, viz. 
(1) Identity of the author and (2) authenticity of the work itself. I 
shall deal with them separately. 

Identity of the author 

The colophons at the end of the first 82 chapters of the printed 
edition of this work give the author’s name- as Anantanandagiri whereas 
the remaining 42 chapters give it as Anandagiri. This creates the 
impression that one anti the same person bears these two names. This 
impression seems to be current among many scholars even today, who 
believe t at this work is written by Anandagiri, the famous commenta¬ 
tor of Sri bafikar&carya’s Bhasyas. In my humble opinion, however, 
Anantanandagiri and Anandagiri are two distinct individuals, out of 
whom the first and not the second is the author of the work in question. 
My reasons are as follows : 

(1) The Anandasrama Mss. Library, Poona, contains two mss. 
of this work. I have also a copy of the same procured from the Sanke.5- 
1. Vide JUB Vol. XXIX—Part 2—Sept. GO. 

2. {*> AnanduSramn Mss. Library, Poona, (ii) Oriental Research Institute, 
Mysore, (Hi) Shrirama T&raka Mutt, KSsi, (it) Ssirasvatl MahSJ, Timjore etc. 

_8. The stanzas quoted by Susam& as from Aearya-Vijaya are found in this 
S. V, The work Aearya-Vijaya, therefore, is not an anonymous work as maintained 
by Mr. R. K. Aiyur in his booklet, ‘ Kumbafeonom Mutt claims ’ at p. 23. 
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vara mutt. All these three mss. give in ail the colophons the name of 
the author as Anantanandagiri. 

{2) At the very commencement of the work itself, the author 
refers to himself as Anantanandagiri. 4 At the beginning of Ch. IV, 
however, of the same, he refers to Anandagiri independently and that 
also by the side of Suddh&nanda. 5 

(8) Anandagiri, the commentator of Sri Sankara’s Bhasyas, 
invariably refers to himself as the disciple of Suddhananda Yati whereas 
we do not get a single such reference in any of the colophons either in the 
printed copy or in the mss. Our author has referred to Sankara as Jus 
Paramaguru and called himself his suggesting his 

contemporaneity with his Guru. Curiously enough, he refers to himself 
in the third person but in the same capacity of a direct disciple, in a 
later chapter. 7 

(4) I have already referred in my previous article, to 800 and 
odd stanzas quoted by Dhanapatisurin in his commentary Pindinm 
on ch. XV of Madhava’s S. S. Jaya and also shown that not even one 
of these can be traced to the S. V. of Anata., at present under considera¬ 
tion and that they must have belonged to an older work winch can be 
identified as Pr. S.V. of Anandagiri, the disciple of Suddhinanda* 
These stanzas describe, in details the various stages of Sankara’s trium- 
phant tour. The S.V. of Ananta. in question is mostly occupied 
with a similar description. On a comparison of the two descriptions 
it was found that they agreed with each other almost completely with 
regard to (1) the order of the various stages of the tour. (2) the names 
of the opponents and also of the places where they were, encountered, 
(8) the descriptions of the two, (4) arguments and citations on either 
side, (5) the period of Sankara’s stay at every place etc. In spite of 
this agreement, however, it is clear that the two descriptions arc from 
two different pens, for, 

(n) The order of stages in Ananta.’s work is different at two 
or three places from the one as found in the quoted 
stanzas. 


4. Head the opening words—3 
3. Read : .' 


Prfcsppt; .sfta^qiwrqrqTqRBT: i ^ 

0. Read: SiH'vt HRlM'HUClvmK'pdT .I 

and also his salutation, just prior to this sentence— 

rprtfJT HTO 1^54KflTFSfT I SpHiqpij/slifa || 

7 . Read—wcri%f^ssjT: afWl^PrfVgij^l: l eh. ce 

8. Vide JUB—VoL-XXIX, Part 2, Sept. 60. 
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{ b ) Ananta.’s work contains more prose and less poetry and 
much more annotative matter than is to be found in the 
quoted stanzas. 

(c) The bulk of the stanzas quoted cannot at all be traced to 
Ananta.’s work. 


All these facts, l believe, are sufficient to show that Anantananda¬ 
giri, the author of our present work is distinct from the celebrated 
Anandagiri though the question who followed whom remains undecided. 
I am supported in my belief by Prof. B. Upiidhyaya who also holds 
the same view in tihs matter.® The misconception about the identity 
of the two lias led the late Mr. M. II. Bodas to remark that the 
stanza “ tt^3T7rrvq^TtpT: ” etc. quoted as from Anandagiri’s 

work is not found in the printed work (i.e. 5.V. of AnantS.) 10 The 
stanza properly belongs to Pr. S.V. of Anandagiri. To decide the 
question of priority and the true meaning of the expression 
we must try to settle the date of Ananta. The late Mr. Telling has 
advanced mainly two arguments for the purpose. 11 They are : 

(1) Ananta. cites in ch. XIX of his work the stanza “ arsrptqrr 
«lf^uii4vi$ f '’ r nn ” etc. as a sruti text. According to Mr. Tolling, this 
stanza is not a sruti text but is one of the introductory stanzas in 
Vaeaspati's Sankhyatattvakauinudi, Vacaspati is generally assigned 
to the 9th cent. A.D. S.V. of Ananta., therefore, has to be placed later. 

This, however, does not seem to be convincing for the stanza in 
question is not only found in Svetasvatara Up. (4:5) but has also been 
quoted as a fruti text by Sri Sankaraearya in his commentary on the 
Br. Sutras. (Vide comm, on Br. Su. 1:4:8). 

(2) S.V. quotes in eh. XI and XL three stanzas as from 
Adhikaranaratnamnla or VySsftdliikaraijamala, 15 traditionally ascribed 
to Madhavacarya a/s Vidyaranya or Bharat!tlrtha, his preeeptor. 
Both persons are generally held to belong to the latter half of the 14th 
cent. A.D. at the latest. Ananta. therefore, cannot, be placed earlier 
than the 14th cent. A.D, 

». vide <m i 4 —cm ot&t— p. 11. 

10. Vide >srUl A+<Ml4 qr fgPTT flPJS'R—p- 18. 

11. Vide Indian Antiquary —Voi. V—p. 287. 

12. Tile stanzas are : 

3 rf , U)i4’ fq’qrq qr itifd id i q- Tqqi< 11 

Sl^TPfTSg 1 fTTR qfT # 

3cT: tl on Br. Su. 1 :1:1 : 


and ffifwqppTESqR f% qT I 
on Br. Su. 8 : 4 : 28 
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If this is correct, Ananta. cannot be admitted to be Sankara’s 
direct disciple, even if we accept for the latter the latest date, viz. 8th 
cent. A.D. The expression may, therefore, mean that 

Ananta . came in the direct line of Sankara and nothing more. 

Now, according to the line of succession of the Kama mutt (which 
the Srftgerl people call into question), Suddhananda and Anandagiri 
are the 6th and 7th aearyas from the first ficarya. If this is true and if 
following the method adopted by modern scholars for computing time, 
we ascribe an average of 25/80 years to every &efi.rya, Anandagiri 
cannot be placed much later than 200 years after Sankara. 

Even if we choose to distrust the Kahcl succession list, we can 
prove Anandagiri's priority to 1100 A.D. in another way. According 
to Venkata Dixit and Jayatirtha, the commentators of Ramanujacarya 
and Mailhv&cSrya, the latter criticise Sankara's interpretation of the Bhg. 
at many places. Now, Anandagiri has also commented upon Sankara’s 
GBh. If he had known the criticisms of llama, and Madhva, he would 
certainly have tried to defend Sankara against them but he docs not do 
so anywhere. This is possible only on the hypothesis that he preceded 
both and, therefore, also preceded 12th cent. A.D. This automatically 
proves his priority to Ananta. who, as already shown, cannot, be placed 
earlier than the 14th cent. A.D. 

The conclusion, therefore, seems irresistible that Anandagiri 
is the earlier of the two writers anil that Ananta. must have drawn 
upon his Pr. S.V. while writing his own S.V, 1S In the absence of the 
former, it is not possible to say anything about, its authenticity and the 
same granted also, it is not possible to say how far the Ananta has kept 
to the original or where and how much, if at all, he has deviated from 
the same. It is, therefore, unsafe to draw any inferences as to the 
authenticity of Atlanta's work. For that, we must look to other sources 
and that brings me to the second of the two issues referred to at the 
beginning. 

Authenticity of the work 

Opinion is sharply divided on this point both among the traditionists 
and the modern scholar’s. Tire Kaiici mutt people look upon this work 
as very authoritative and have taken great pains to answer objections 

13. It is for this reason also that I cannot accept the contention of the Kaiici 
people that the Pr. S. Jaya referred to by Madhvacarya at I : 1 of his S. 8. Jaya is 

tile same as the S. V. of Ananta. Vide tflI'flirtot'tSi'iq—pp. 16 to 20. That 
Otherwise also, this contention cannot he maintained is sufficiently clear from my 
previous article (JXJB—Vol. XXIX—Part 2, Sept. 1960). The correspondences 
referred to by them (i.e. Kaiici people) only point to a common source for both. 
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raised against it. 1 * The Srflgeri Mutt and its adherents, however, 
negative the claim with equal vehemence, saying that it is more or less a 
fabrication for the express purpose of boosting up the claim of the 
Kaiici Mutt, 15 which has also published an “ embellished ” (qfWiy) 
edition of the same and hence it is valueless for purposes of history. 
The reasons given for this view may be stated as follows: 

(1) Both the original and the 1 embellished ’ editions “ even in 
its language and in its contents bear such evident traces of recent 
fabrication by unskilled hands that the reliance placed upon it is beiim 
relaxed for some time past ;”*« and that “ it is full „f discrepancies 
and mistakes.” 17 

(2) It contains references to Ramanuja and Madhva. 18 

Among the moderns, Prof. Wilson alone holds that “ the work is 
sufficiently historical since it bears internal and indisputable evidence 
of being the composition of a period not far removed from that at which 
lie (i.e. .Sankara) may be supposed to have flourished...” 19 Mr. Tclang 
however lias controverted this view with regard to the work. Mr. Collins 
Mackenzie describes this work as “ a legendary life of Sankara ” 2(l 
while the editor of the catalogue of Mss. in Saraswati Mahal Library, 
Tanjorc, says that “ A perusal of the work will convince anybody that, 
the work is very unreliable. It is full of discrepancies and mistakes ” 91 

(8) It contains particulars, subversive of all known versions, of 
Sankara’s parentage, birth place and the place of his final disappear¬ 
ance. 92 Thus, Sankara’s grand-parents are mentioned as Vidvan 
3£l dra ( and Ki *maksi (TPTT«f)). parents as Sarvajit 

(K^rsfq) and Visista (PifWT), birth-place as Cidambaram and the 
place of final departure as Kfiftcl. Further, he is stated to have met 
and received initiation into Sannayasa frornGovindamuni at Cidambaram 
only, from which place again, he started on his triumphant tour. His 
encounter with Vyasa is very queeriy narrated. Perhaps, these are the 
discrepancies and mistakes referred to in (1) above. We may also add 
that the work does very scant justice to Saftkara-Mandana discussion 
and omits all reference to important events like the passing away of 
Sankara’s mother, acquisition of disciples like Sadananda etc: 

14. Vide sfhil 1ST'VIfiawoMU—PP- 14 to 16. 

Iw s V 'c IC P am PW' , t-i “ Sri Snigeri SSradd Mutt ” and “ Kfimakoti Pradeepam” 
s^y bunderamiali and Kumbakonam Mutt claims ” by Shri K. KrMma- 

16. Vide ‘ Kumbakonam Mutt claims p. 12 , 
i s Sanskrit Mss., Saraswati Mahal, Tanjorc, p. 3281. 

Kumbakonam Mutt clairas—p. 12. 

Mutt’’1-p le. U,ra ' miU <1U ° fed by Shri S,lnderami! ‘ h Sriigerl Sfirada 
20- Quoted by K. T. Tclang—vide I.A.—Vol. V— p. 287. 

•“o P xf< l r<1 Catalogue of Sanskrit Mss.p. 613. 

2 - vide Catalogue of Sanskrit Mss., Sarasvatl Mahal—p. 3281. 
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It must be admitted that in this maze of conflicting opinions, it is 
very difficult to come to a decisive verdict either way. I may, however, 
state my findings as follows: 

I have yet to see the ‘ embellished ’ edition of the work. I was, 
however, told by a gastrin (Sri Pollaham Ramasastrin) at Mylapore, 
Madras, that no such edition had been published by the Kan cl Mutt 
so far. He has written a small booklet on this particular g-V. in some 
mss. of which, available in Government Oriental Mss. Library, Madras, 
the additional paragraphs, pointed out by Sri II. K. Aiyar in ‘ Kumba- 
konam Mutt claims ’ as from the embellished edition, were to be found. 
The gastrin told me that this was being described as the ‘ embellished 
edition of the g.V. He himself expressed the opinion that a critical 
edition of the work, putting together all the available mss. of tins work 
in different places was a great necessity and in the circumstances this 
appears to be the maximum fair criticism of the additional passages. 

Mr. Collins’ remark, however, that the work is “ a legendary life " 
need not be taken literally for it will be appreciated that to the average 
western mind, everything and every happening that does not conform 
to the every-day experience of the common man is a legend, lliis was 
particularly so at the beginning of Oriental Studies. After the recent 
advances in the different fields of science like telepathy and clairvoy¬ 
ance, extra-sensory perception and para-psychology etc.; it is no longer 
necessary to believe that no such thing as what can be called ‘ a miracle’ 
can be a fact of life. Dr. Burnell gives no reasons for the statement 
re: the modernity of the work. Arguments from style and language are 
subjective and hence not conclusive. 

(n) Mr. Venkataraman’s statement regarding the reference to 
Ramanuja and Madhva in Ananta’s work cannot be understood. I 
was unable to find any such reference in the printed edition of the work 
and neither Mr. Venkataramana nor the two critics, Mr. S. Sunderamiah 
and Mr. R. K. Aiyar state where these references arc to be found. 
It is, indeed, interesting to know that Prof. Wilson thought of placing 
the work prior to the 31th cent. A.D. just, because it made no reference 
either to llama, or Madhva. 33 

(Hi) The main objection seems to be with regard to the particulars 
of gankara’s parentage etc. I hope to show in a later article that, from 
the evidence in hand, it seems more likely that the place of gankara’s 
passing away is Kanci rather than Kailasa. I shall, therefore, discuss 
the other aspects of this last objection. 

28. Quoted by K. T. Telang—vide LA.—Vol. V—p. 287. 


The objection with regard to the particulars of gaftkara’sparentage 
will, if true, have to be immediately conceded. I have, however, 
consulted a number of mss, 21 for thi,s particular purpose and found 
that they fall into two groups, one giving Kalati as the birth-place of 
gaftkara etc. and the other giving Cidambaram as the birth-place etc. 
Both these groups contain very old Tada-patra mss., thus obviating the 
possibility of one of the two being a later thought or fabrication. In 
the present state of our knowledge, no completely satisfactory explana¬ 
tion can be given for this contradiction in the mss. The following two 
considerations may, however, be noted with profit. 

(f) Acyutaraya Modak (1820 A.D.) in his commentary on Madha- 
va's S. g. Jaya says : '' SH-dW'-fPlNWifiw 3 " ’dot 4 

fgvT; l M” 2S 

Comm, on S. S... Jaya—II: 1 This shows that the copy of Anant’s. 
g. V. before A. Modak also must have contained the same parti¬ 
culars as in the other biographies of gankara. 

(it) While introducing the story of gahkara’s life, G.V.K. 
(Guruvamsa-Kavya), which describes the birth of gafikara at Kalati 
in Kerala Pradesha, states at 1: 6 that the same story has already been 
described by ‘great poets’ (I). The commentator who is also 
the author of the K&vya, states very clearly that the great poets are 
Anandagiri-yati and c. ( iftfjT:) I. This Kavya is 

undoubtedly a grfigeri mutt work and I leave it, to scholars to draw 
their own conclusions in the matter. 


With regard to the omissions, it has been found that almost no 
biography of gafikara gives any reliable account of gafikara-Mandana 
controversy. These other works do not also necessarily recount all the 
incidents in gafikara’s life. It is again the other works, particularly 
that of Madhava and those that follow him (works of Sadananda and 
Nllakantha) that, aTe guilty of the most glaring anachronisms. No such 
anachronism is to be found in Ananta.’s work. 


24. Mss. from (i) AnandaSrama Mss. Library, Poona—2 mss.; (ii) Sarasvat! 
MahcU Library, Tanjore—1 ms. 

25. The stanzas in question are : 


+Te‘,euH?t} wmg %raTss ; $cfr fr?; i srm: 11 

STrtfsre: I JTftW P#WT 11 
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All this does not mean that I regard this S,V. as absolutely authori¬ 
tative. My only point is that the arguments and objections put forward 
against it cannot prove either the forged nature or the unreliability of 
the work. Palm-leaf mss. of this work are to be found throughout 
India, from Kits! to Kaftci and Ujjain to Mysore. The charge, 
therefore, that the work in question is forged by the Kane! mutt to serve 
their ends is as much justified as is the charge that Madhavacarya’s 
S. J§. Jaya was got up by the Syhgeri mutt to support its claim in its 
case against the Katie! mutt. Its authenticity, however, does not 
follow as a logical sequel. As a matter of fact, not one of the 16/17 
biographies of Sankara I have worked upon inspires confidence in its 
authenticity to the expected degree. We have to put together all these 
biographies and after they are made mutually corroborative, we are 
able to get only an outline sketch of the great man’s life. 

Abbreviations 

(t) AnantS.Anantanandugiri 

(i<) R&m&—K&mSnuja 

(fit) S.V.—Sankara Vijaya 
(in) Pr. S.V.—Praclna Sankara Vijaya 
(«) S. 3. Jaya—-Sniikycpa Sankara Jaya 

(vi) Br. Su..Brahma Sutras 

(l-if) GBh. -Gita Bha$ya 

(iriii) JUB—Journal of the University of Bombay 
(»») I.A.—Indian Antiquary 


SOME GLIMPSES OF THE SOCIETY 
AND CULTURE AS REFLECTED 
IN THE PAUMACARIYA 

By Dr. P. M. Upadhye, M.A., Ph.D. 

T HE Paumacariya of Vimalasuri is one of the earliest Prakrit epics 
of the Svetambara sect of Jainas and it depicts the Life of Rama 
according to Jain traditions. The work is quite extensive anil it 
contains about 9000 gathiis in 118 chapters. Though the date of the 
P.C. is a disputable question, it is more or less certain that the work 
must have been composed after the Christian era. 

The aim of this article is to present before the readers some glimpses 
of the society and culture as reflected in this earliest Prakrit epic, viz. 
the Paumaoariya of Vimalasuri. The data given in this article should 
not be looked upon as anything more than a sampling of the vast material 
contained in the whole of the P.C., it can be the subject of thorough and 
systematic study on its merit. But this being not one of the direct 
objectives of this article, an attempt has been made to illustrate this 
aspect by taking out some samples of the relevant data from various 
portions of the text. Hence this study should be considered more or 
less representative and not exhaustive. 

The information collected deals with the following aspects : 

(A) Social Life 



(a) Society in general 

(g) 

Women 


(b) Houses 

<*> 

Education 


(c) Conveyance 

(i) 

Manners and Customs 


(d) Food and drink 

U) 

Amusements and Pastime? 


(e) Dress 
(/) Ornaments 

w 

Morals 

(B) 

Flora and Fauna 



(C) 

Religion 



(D) 

Political Life 




(a) The King and kingship (c) Law and Justice 

(b) Administration (<i) Army-Weapons 




